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This publication is dedicated to Yusef Abdullahi, who was not taught law in Bri- 
tain's most prestigious institutions by men preeminent in their field. And who, un- 
like Mr Osman, truly understands the meaning of the word honour. 



The Author: Alexander Baron is an independent and totally unfunded researcher. 
He has been reading about conspiracy theories and the extreme right since the early 
eighties and researching in the British Library since 1988. He has no connection 
with Larry O'Hara. From June 1990, Mr Baron was involved intimately with the 
campaign to free Lorrain Osman, an involvement he now bitterly regrets. Among 
other things he wrote campaign material and conspired with Osman 's legal advisers 
to pervert the course of justice. Osman was one of the prime movers behind the Car- 
rian/BMF scandal, one of the biggest financial crimes in history. 



WHY DO RICH MEN STEAL? 

Why Do Rich Men Steal? 



The last decade has witnessed an inordinate number of extremely wealthy, success- 
ful men being indicted for, and in some cases sentenced to prison for, financial 
crimes of enormous magnitude. Notwithstanding that some of these "crimes" were 
of a very doubtful nature, eg "insider trading", which up until recently was perfectly 
legal, and, according to Libertarians at least, should still be legal. (1) And notwith- 
standing that in previous eras wealthy men have dipped their fingers into the till. 
The last few years have seen the BCCI scandal, the crash of Polly Peck, and, perhaps 
most enigmatic of all, the Robert Maxwell "Mirror Pension Fund" affair (or Mir- 
rorgate), which came to light only after " Captain Bob's " mysterious death. 

Why do rich men steal? Why does a man who has one million want two? Why does 
a man who is worth a hundred million want a hundred and one? And why will he 
break the law to get it? 

The simple answer to that question is plain, old-fashioned greed. The rich can 
never get enough; they must be crooked anyway or they'd never be able to accumu- 
late such wealth. And so on. This answer is the one mooted by the anti-capitalist "so- 
cialist" left, and it is basically a Marxist interpretation, one which its proponents use 
to explain - or explain away - all national, cultural, sexual and other "inequalities". 
One man has more than another because he "oppresses" others; one group has more 
than another because it "oppresses" other groups. In particular: the "bosses" op- 
press the "workers"; men oppress women; whites oppress blacks; heterosexuals op- 
press homosexuals, and so on. 

This fantasy of class oppression and class warfare is used ultimately to justify the 
expropriation of the wealth of the "ruling class" and its redistribution by the state 
according to some arbitrary notion of needs, desires and the "common good". It is 
what Ludwig von Mises called the "anti-capitalistic mentality", (2) and it is a men- 
tality which has great appeal to "intellectuals", as we will shortly demonstrate. 

But that still doesn't answer the question: why do rich men steal? There are prob- 
ably two broad answers to that question: one is because they need to; the other is be- 
cause they want to. Let us examine one example of each. 

Robert Maxwell: The Self-Made Man 



By all accounts, Robert Maxwell was one of the most extraordinary men of his 
generation, if not of all time. Born into poverty in Ruthenia on 10th June 1923, (3) 
Maxwell rose from his humble beginnings to become a press baron, entrepreneur, 
and, at one time, the owner of Oxford United Football Club. Maxwell said at the 
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time that he took control of the club purely as "a service to the community", and 
there can be no doubt that his professed motives were sincere. (4) This was not un- 
typical of Maxwell, who, at the time of the Ethiopian famine, went charging off into 
the desert at the head of a convoy to feed the starving masses. Many other tales 
could doubtless be told of his concern for his fellow man and selflessness. (5) 

Cynics, including his many enemies, would have us believe that Maxwell never did 
anything except for his own gratification; if he gave away money at times then that 
was because his ego was even greater than his greed, but in spite of the revelations 
after his death about his plundering of the Mirror Pension Fund, it is difficult for an 
objective individual to conclude that Robert Maxwell was a fundamentally bad per- 
son. He wanted to be recognised, admired, even loved, but there is nothing either un- 
natural or wrong about any of those desires. So what went wrong, and why was he 
hated so much? We'll take those questions in the reverse order. 

To begin with, Robert Maxwell was one of those people who inspire admiration and 
loathing, love and hatc.in equal measure. There is nothing uncommon about that. 
The other reason is simply that he was spectacularly successful. True, he had his fair 
share of luck, probably more than his fair share, but he had talent too, and, unlike 
many talented people, he used his talents to the full. A polyglot, a good psychologist 
and a shrewd businessman, Maxwell built his publishing empire less by guile than 
by hard work. (6) 

In short, Maxwell personified everything the anti-capitalistic mentality identified 
by von Mises loathes. His flair for languages aside, Maxwell was no scholar, and it is 
scholars, academics, who loathe capitalism and free enterprise more than anyone 
else. The reason for this is not hard to find. Although many of them enjoy a high 
standard of living, travelling the world, digging around in archives, researching and 
publishing their books funded by foundation money and numerous fellowships the 
idea that an illiterate peasant who speaks little or no English can set himself upas a 
market trader and in a few years build a great business empire does not go down at 
all well with the well-paid but envious intelligentsia. (7) 

"Intellectuals" much prefer the planned economy, the ultimate testimonial to 
which was the late and unlamented Soviet Russia (and dozens of other, brutal, so- 
cialist dictatorships). As well as his business success, Robert Maxwell was a success- 
ful family man, he was married to the same woman for over forty years. All these 
traits are a recipe for envy, and it was little wonder that no sooner had his death 
been announced than Maxwell was being reviled and libelled as he never had been in 
life. But there was another, even more powerful reason for his posthumous vilifica- 
tion: the press. 

The press has rightly been called the Fourth Estate. However, unlike the three 
other Estates (and the Fifth Estate, the trades unions), the press is accountable to no 
one and by and large does whatever it pleases. The only recourse the man in the 
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street has against the press is the expensive, laborious, torturous and often totally 
unsatisfactory libel action. In practice, libel like the Ritz is open to those who can af- 
ford it, which mostly rules out the man in the street. Maxwell never hesitated to use 
the full force of the law against the press whenever it overstepped the mark, as when 
for example he successfully sued the thoroughly obnoxious Private Eye. 

But if the press still hate him for his willingness to resort to litigation, they hate him 
even more for the manner in which he ran his publishing businesses, in particular 
the way he ran the Daily Mirror. 

The Daily Mirror was a gravy train. Printers were paid for doing nothing, execu- 
tives and journalists ran up massive expenses, and every employee did more or less 
as he or she pleased. All that went out of the window with Maxwell's arrival; he 
fought the endemic graft, introduced new technology and upset many people by in- 
terfering in the running of the paper. (8) 

This then is the real reason Robert Maxwell has become so hated after his death, 
not because he plundered the Mirror Pension Fund, although naturally that has 
earned him neither credit nor friends. But why did he rip off the Fund in the first 
place? Why did he need to? In order to answer that question one must look beyond 
Maxwell to the financial system itself. Not the capitalist system be it noted, but the 
creation and control of money. 

Under the current financial system, money comes into circulation through the 
banks as an interest-bearing debt. Because of this and because of the necessity of 
retention of capital for reinvestment, an acute shortage of purchasing power 
becomes inevitable. The only way this problem can be temporarily overcome is by 
the creation of fresh credit This means that the available money has to circulate 
ever faster in order to repay the bank-created debt In other words, the world econ- 
omy is run not by money, but by credit, promises to pay. 

The arrest of George Walker for allegedly ripping off his own companies the Brent- 
Walker group, and the flight of Asil Nadir, now on permanent vacation in Northern 
Cyprus, are symptomatic not of pelf, but of a lunatic financial system which tempts 
or even forces multimillionaires to run their empires on borrowed money, money 
which is brought into circulation at no cost to the lenders by the mere stroke of a 
pen. 

Undoubtedly, the media will continue to portray Robert Maxwell as a crook, and 
the anti-capitalistic mentality of the Socialist International will continue to portray 
him as a wicked capitalist. But Robert Maxwell was not a wicked capitalist, he was 
what Henry Ford would have called a constructive capitalist. Rather than moving 
money from A to B from B to C and from C to A, each time skimming off a percent- 
age - as do stockbrokers, speculators and other financial parasites - Maxwell carved 
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out a vast business empire for himself, and in the process created livelihoods for 
many thousands of men and women. 

In short, Robert Maxwell plundered the Mirror Pension Fund because he had to. 
(9) He simply got in over his head, and finally, the financial system dragged him 
down. That is not the case with all capitalists, for, as well as Henry Ford's construc- 
tive capitalists, there are destructive capitalists. And it is doubly ironic that while an 
unfortunate constructive capitalist like Robert Maxwell has been demonised by the 
media, a destructive and entirely parasitic capitalist like Malaysian fraudster Lor- 
rain Esme Osman has been whitewashed. 



Lorrain Osman: The Crook 



Robert Maxwell was born in poverty, and by sheer hard work and industry, carved 
out a great publishing empire. Lorrain Osman, who graduated from Cambridge in 
law, was born into privilege, (10) and was, in his own words, "taught by men, who, 
at the time, were preeminent in their field. "(11) 

Osman was one of the prime movers in the Carrian conspiracy which rocked Ma- 
laysia and Hong Kong in the early eighties. He was arrested in London in December 
1985 on a warrant issued by the Hong Kong authorities and spent seven years fight- 
ing extradition on the specious grounds that he would not receive a fair trial if he 
were returned to Hong Kong. Osman filed for an unprecedented nine motions of ha- 
beas corpus, again, on the grounds, ostensibly, that he would not receive a fair trial, 
that there were irregularities in the warrant and so forth. (12) In reality, as the cur- 
rent writer wrote to Lord Justice Mann in 1992, Mr Osman was entirely disingenu- 
ous, and he and his lawyers were involved in an abuse of the judicial system for the 
most ignoble of motives. (13) 

Lorrain Osman was the antithesis of Robert Maxwell. Where "Captain Bob" cre- 
ated prosperity, Osman was a parasitic banker. He arranged loans from his bank, 
BMFL, to a whiz kid named George Tan in the full knowledge that Tan had pre- 
viously been bankrupt and that he was engaged in a dubious property scheme. But 
Osman didn't just arrange loans, he took a piece of the action too. When he was ar- 
rested in London, he was accused of receiving $12 million in bribes. He consistently 
denied all charges of corruption, claiming that he was being made a scapegoat and 
all sorts of other arrant nonsense. When he finally went on trial in the High Court in 
Hong Kong, he pleaded guilty. (14) 

Osman is a parasite of the first order, and hopefully he will spend the rest of his life 
in jail, (he is now over sixty). When the Carrian Group went into liquidation, hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars literally disappeared. This was the money of Osman's 
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countrymen, ordinary working men and women. It's always the little people who 
pick up the tab for the loss of bank-created credit, just as it's always the little people 
who pay taxes. 

Osman and his ilk create no wealth, instead they ride on the backs of the common 
people - you and me. It's easy to see why they steal. Unlike Robert Maxwell, and 
other constructive if lesser capitalists, they don't get in over their heads, rather they 
set out to steal from the start They do it because it is in their nature, regardless of 
how much wealth they own or acquire by honest means, which usually isn't much. 

The back cover of Tom Bower's definitive study of Robert Maxwell describes him 
as LARGER THAN LIFE, LARGER THAN LEGEND, which he certainly was. Osman 
on the other hand is physically a small man, and a dwarf in every other sense. His 
most pronounced characteristics are his arrogance, his stubbornness (to the point of 
pigheadedness), his dishonesty, and his utter callousness towards not just his 
enemies, but his servants, his friends, even his family. 

It was Osman's stubbornness as much as his arrogance which led him to spend so 
long on remand in Britain fighting extradition. His dishonesty refused to allow him 
to admit even to himself at one point that he was as corrupt as Oscar Wilde and as 
guilty as Crippen. And his callousness allowed him to ride roughshod over everyone. 
The current writer was commissioned to write a book by Osman's agent, the duplici- 
tous Michael Kingston. Schedule for the publication was agreed upon, then it was 
suppressed and both he and Kingston threw me aside like a piece of rubbish. In 
doing this, Osman has also irreparably damaged Kingston, his supposed good 
friend, because now all the dirty tricks that he got up to will come out. 

He has also tortured his family, in particular his weeping prison widow wife, not 
just because she will now face investigation for corruption, but because of the way he 
has conned and deceived her for all these years. 

So badly did he torture Mrs Osman that she sought solace in the arms of Michael 
Kingston, according to the latter at any rate. Finally, Osman has tortured himself, 
just as he has betrayed everyone who served him either for money or out of mis- 
placed idealism: the latter in the case of Bruce Kent and actor Paul Eddington, both 
in the case of Michael Kingston and the current writer. We deserved better, but if a 
man wants to cut off his nose to spite his face, that is his own affair. There couldn't 
be a more deserving case of such self-mutilation than Lorrain Osman; it is only a 
pity that such a man has been so blatantly whitewashed - by the current writer 
among others - while the well-meaning but tragic Robert Maxwell has been, and will 
probably continue to be, demonised. 



5 



WHY DO RICH MEN STEAL? 
The "Murder" Of Robert Maxwell And The "Framing" OfLorrain Osman 



This concludes the essay on the deserving and the undeserving rich. There remains 
though another matter to be cleared up, that of the conspiracy theories surrounding 
the downfall of both these men. The death of Robert Maxwell in mysterious circum- 
stances has led to all manner of ridiculous conspiracy theories, none more so than 
the one expounded by Kevin Cahill in the April 1993 issue of BusinessAge. (15) The 
incarceration of Lorrain Osman and the withholding by the Crown of certain docu- 
ments on the case led to a great deal of talk about a conspiracy to scapegoat Osman 
for powerful men in Malaysia who were said to have been intimately connected with 
the Carrian Group, George Tan and the banks which financed them. These conspir- 
acy theories have been exploited by, and for the most part initiated by, Michael 
Kingston, so it is as well to take a brief look at them here. 

The central thrust of the conspiracy theory surrounding the downfall of Carrian is 
that Osman was an innocent banker who happened to be in the wrong place at the 
wrong time and was fitted up to take the rap when the Hong Kong property market 
collapsed. According to Kingston, a decision was made at a high level between the 
unholy trinity of the Hong Kong government, the British government and the Ma- 
laysian government that Osman was to be arrested and charged with being the mas- 
termind of the rip-off. The implication was that the person responsible for authoris- 
ing the transfer of funds to George Tan was the Prime Minister of Malaysia, Dr Ma- 
hathir. As a quid pro quo for letting Osman take the rap, Mahathir is said to have 
terminated his buy-British-last policy. All sorts of other nonsense has been thrown 
into the pot by Kingston, like Sir David Gillmore (16) of the Foreign Office being an 
agent of the British Secret State, but the get-Osman conspiracy theory is fatally 
flawed for two reasons: the chronology does not fit - ie Dr Mahathir had already 
dropped his buy-British-last policy before the downfall of George Tan; and the fact 
that Osman is guilty as hell. His lawyers, including Kingston, knew he was guilty all 
along, and they had in fact been feeding off some of the money he stole. 

There were indeed conspiracies connected with the incarceration of Lorrain 
Osman, but these were all directed by Michael Kingston, and although Kingston did 
his best to shield him, they also undoubtedly involved Osman himself. 

The first conspiracy was the straightforward acceptance of bribes by Osman from 
George Tan. This took place long before Kingston arrived on the scene, and was just 
plain old-fashioned corruption. It must be stressed though both that Osman was not 
the only recipient of Tan's largess, and that far from being set up as a property 
scam, Carrian was a going-concern. In spite of the plethora of dirty tricks which 
Tan used in order to obtain funds, including bribes, if it hadn't been for the untime- 
ly collapse of the Hong Kong stock market, he would have been spectacularly suc- 
cessful. 
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The other conspiracies happened when Osman was in prison in Britain and did not 
start in earnest until I became involved with the case. Being convinced (foolishly in 
retrospect) that Osman was the victim of a monstrous injustice, I suggested to King- 
ston that we organise a campaign for his release. We did, and it flopped, because no- 
body was interested besides Kingston, me, Bruce Kent and a handful of others. (17) 

Kingston though was not satisfied simply with the legal campaign but wanted to di- 
rect a massive disinformation campaign too, at the British, Malaysian and Hong 
Kong authorities. To this end he arranged (through me) for the publication of a 
number of forged documents which were distributed in Malaysia, the purpose of 
which, I later found out, was to smear Dr Mahathir, who Kingston loathes for some 
strange reason. The printing was done by the notorious forger and publisher of anti- 
Semitica Anthony Hancock. (18) Kingston was introduced to Hancock by the cur- 
rent writer. (19) 

Kingston's other dirty tricks included libelling Sir Michael Sandberg, a former 
Chairman of the Hong Kong & Shanghai Bank, (20) bribing an official of one of the 
banks involved in the case to make sure that it "lost" more than 3,000 documents, 
some of which were undoubtedly relevant to the case, and attempting to pervert the 
course of justice by trying to influence the trial judges at the fourth habeas corpus in 
December 1990. (21) Mrs Osman was a party to this; fortunately, Kingston managed 
to talk her out of offering the judges a million pound bribe apiece, which would have 
had far more serious consequences. Although Kingston drew the line at attempting 
to bribe a judge, I have no doubt that he did bribe - successfully - a senior police of- 
ficer at New Scotland Yard. 

When I realised what a little shit Osman was and how he and Kingston had used 
me and stitched me up, I wrote to Lord Justice Mann (22) informing him of the at- 
tempt to pervert the course of justice. Subsequently, Chief Superintendent Edwards 
called at my flat with another senior officer and asked me for a copy of the letter. I 
gave it to him and offered to provide him with a pile of other documents on the case, 
but he said he'd be in touch in due course if he wanted anything else. Later, when I 
phoned him he told me it would take weeks for him to investigate my claims. 

In August 1992, 1 delivered by hand a thick envelope of documents to New Scotland 
Yard and phoned Mr Edwards again sometime later. His attitude astounded me, he 
virtually accused me of being a head case and told me to fuck off and stop wasting 
his time. He claimed then, as before, that there was no evidence of an attempt to per- 
vert the course of justice because he could find no trace of any such letter being sent. 
This is an outright lie as the letter was read out in court by one of the judges. King- 
ston and someone else who was present at the hearing informed me independently. 

I wrote to Lord Justice Mann again, informing him of Mr Edwards' inertia, but al- 
though I received an acknowledgement I heard nothing more from the authorities. 
Eventually I threw away all my papers concerning the case, but in February 1993 I 



7 



WHY DO RICH MEN STEAL? 



received a mysterious phone call from a man who sounded like Kingston trying to 
disguise his voice. He said something about Freemasons always taking care of their 
own and mentioned Chief Superintendent Edwards by name. (23) I was also told 
that I had received my final warning, but I took no notice, I don't respond well to 
threats. 

This concludes the Lorrain Osman conspiracy theories, but what about the " mur- 
der " of Robert Maxwell. Whenever a wealthy or controversial person dies in mys- 
terious circumstances it is odds-on that all kinds of ridiculous nonsense - wild ru- 
mours and gossip - will be floated around. If nothing else this sort of thing sells 
newspapers. (24) Kevin Cahill's article in BusinessAge (25) purports to show that 
Maxwell was murdered by Mossad renegades. And, like most conspiracy theories - 
like most of what Mr Cahill writes (26) in fact - it is full of rubbish. (27) 

Enlightened readers may perchance recognise here yet another manifestation of the 
supposedly all-pervasive international Jewish conspiracy, but for once they are mis- 
taken. (28) Cahill is no more anti-Semitic than Kingston, who is certainly not anti- 
Semitic. But he is Irish and has reported on the situation in Northern Ireland, which 
is full of all manner of dastardly and bloody conspiracies among Catholics and Prot- 
estants alike. Even more significantly, he is also a long time associate of Michael 
Kingston and campaigner on behalf of the utterly worthless Mr Osman. To the best 
of my knowledge, Mr Cahill was never a party to any of the conspiratorial machina- 
tions dreamed up by Kingston and myself in the Lorrain Osman affair, but I have 
no doubt that having been around Kingston for so long, some of Kingston's para- 
noia - and duplicity - has rubbed off on him. 

So what really happened to Robert Maxwell if he was not murdered? The most 
plausible explanation is that he died by his own hand, perhaps subconsciously. He 
must certainly have been under enormous pressure in the last few weeks of his life. , 
Whatever, Robert Maxwell's death was a tragedy, and one can only hope that his- 
tory will not judge him too badly. Robert Maxwell may have been a crook, but he 
was a reluctant crook, an otherwise honest if ruthless businessman who simply got 
out of his depth. 

The reform of the financial system would put an end to the wheeling and dealing of 
the likes of Robert Maxwell while retaining their entrepreneurial flair. The likes of 
Lorrain Osman however, cannot be reformed, because they are fundamentally 
crooked and dishonest. The Osmans of this world have no redeeming features, they 
care only for themselves, and the acquisition of money and power. Often they get 
away with it, but in Osman's case, justice was done. Hopefully he'll stay in jail until 
he rots. It is only a pity that his equally worthless wife will not join him. Or perhaps 
she will yet. 
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Notes and References 



(1) See for example, IN PRAISE OF INSIDER TRADING, by Matthew O'Keeffe, pub- 
lished by the Libertarian Alliance (Economic Notes), London, (1989). 

(2) The title of one of von Mises' books. The great free market economist also pub- 
lished a devastating refutation of socialism. 

(3) Unless otherwise stated, all biographical information pertaining to the late 
Robert Maxwell presented here has been extracted from the hostile biography, Max- 
well The Outsider, by Tom Bower, (Revised and Updated Edition), published in 
paperback by Mandarin, London, (1992). 

(4) Maxwell purchased the club and paid off its £128,000 debts against the advice of 
his accountants. Tom Bower concedes that "there can be no doubt that, despite the 
incredulity of the football world, he was solely motivated by philanthropy." Bower, 
page 352, (ibid). 

(5) Maxwell was Labour MP for Buckingham 1964-70 and by all accounts served 
his constituency well. He also distinguished himself in World War Two and was 
awarded the Military Cross. 

(6) Among other things, Maxwell founded Pergamon after the Second World War; 
he took over the Mirror Group in 1984. 

(7) Maxwell may have been extraordinarily successful, but he was far from the only 
poor immigrant to make good. In 1882, the 19 year old Michael Marks arrived in 
England from Russian Poland, penniless, illiterate, and speaking no English. After 
being loaned five pounds by a kindly businessman, he set himself up as a licensed 
hawker. Two years later he opened a market stall in Leeds, and by 1890 he was run- 
ning five "penny bazaars" throughout Yorkshire and Lancashire. 

Later he went into business with Yorkshireman, Tom Spencer, and in 1982 the 
company they founded, Marks & Spencer, was the largest and most respected re- 
tailer in Britain. 

Maxwell, like Marks, was Jewish, of course. An extraordinary number of East Eu- 
ropean Jewish emigres have arrived in the West with scarcely a brass farthing in 
their pockets and then proceeded to build vast business empires. Many attempts 
have been made to explain this in a conspiratorial context, but although he may have 
employed "sharp practices" and creative accounting in building his business empire, 
there was no hidden hand behind Robert Maxwell. The man was a veritable dyna- 
mo. 
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(8) Tabloid journalists have many curious ideas, one of these is that a publisher has 
no right to "interfere" in the editorial policy of a newspaper. One would have 
thought that ownership of a title would bring a certain entitlement to editorial con- 
trol. 

(9) Having been ripped off myself by the Mirror Group I find it very difficult to 
have so much as a gramme of sympathy for any of Maxwell's "victims". Publishing 
is full of crooks, and most of them are editors and journalists. 

(10) When I interviewed his equally worthless wife cOctober 1990, she told me that 
her husband was "self-made". A Malaysian journalist subsequently refuted this 
claim. The only hard time Osman appears ever to have had in his life was when as a 
child he lived under the Japanese occupation. 

(11) Author's interview with Lorrain Osman, recorded surreptitiously by his fellow 
conspirator and legal consultant Michael Kingston in Pentonville Prison and sub- 
sequently smuggled out (September 1990). 

(12) In November 1992, the court refused to issue a ninth writ, having issued and 
dismissed the previous eight. The following month he was flown out to Hong Kong 
amidst great fanfare to face his just deserts. An article in the Times * quoted his 
equally worthless wife as saying "...he must keep fighting. I know he is innocent and 
I must do all I can to help him prove that." Well, you could have told him to plead 
"Not Guilty", Monica. 

The article also mentioned his wife's bodyguards and the bogus threats on her life. 

* December 17th, page 5, Home secretary to be questioned over 'secret' extradition^ 
by Bill Frost. 

(13) To whip up sympathy for him and to pressurise the Home Secretary into orde- 
ring his release. 

(14) Under the title Banker admits corruption, the Guardian for Saturday June 26 
1993 stated that Osman pleaded guilty in the High Court to a corruption charge in- 
volving £200 million and still faced 15 theft and false accounting charges. 

(15) Pages 42-7, How and why Robert Maxwell was murdered, said to be a world ex- 
clusive. (Apparently BusinessAge is one word as per WordPerfect, QuickBASIC etc). 

(16) Sir David Gillmore was High Commissioner in Malaysia from 1983-6 and De- 
puty Under-Secretary of State at the Foreign Office from 1986-90. 
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(17) This is not to say that other people were not concerned about the case and the 
perceived injustice. MPs from both sides of the House raised the issue in Parliament. 
In the course of writing the book on the case - which Kingston later suppressed - 1 
interviewed, among others, Chris Smith * and Barry Sheerman. ** Both men had 
been intimately concerned with the case and had done for Osman whatever thev 
could. J 



* Labour MP for Islington and Finsbury South since 1983 and a member of the Ex- 
ecutive Council of the National Council for Civil Liberties 1986-8. Mr Smith was 
Osman's MP at the time Osman was held in Pentonville Prison. 

** Labour MP for Huddersfield since 1983 and, at the time, Shadow Spokesman 
for Home Affairs. 



(18) Hancock is often mistakenly referred to as a "Nazi". His father most certainly 
was, but "Teflon Tony" is totally devoid of ideology and will print for anyone pro- 
vided he is paid enough, including the organised homosexual movement. 

(19) When I arranged this meeting I told Hancock not to mention his political con- 
nections, but Hancock turned up with a few drinks inside him and tried to sell King- 
ston a copy of the Protocols ofZion. Kingston rang me up at lam screaming down 
the phone that Hancock was a fascist, a Nazi and a nutter. But that didn't stop him 
doing business with him. 

There is an interesting sideline to this whole affair. After one of Hancock's under- 
lings had played a dirty trick on me I terminated our business arrangement Han- 
cock refused to repay me some money he owed me so I sued him in the County 
Court. Later, after I'd received a number of death threats, and a forged birth certifi- 
cate had been distributed around the extreme right (purporting to prove my Jewish 
origins), I decided to teach him a further lesson and contacted Gerry Gable, the edi- 
tor of the state-sponsored "anti-fascist" magazine Searchlight, and suggested he 
plant a story about Hancock doing business with a Jewish porn merchant in the ta- 
bloid press. To this end I sent Gable some photographs of myself posing outside a sy- 
nagogue. 

A while later, Gable contacted me and accused me of sending forged documents to 
the press. I was subsequently contacted by one of Hancock's underlings who told me 
that Gable had warned Hancock and that Hancock was out to fix me. He also told 
me that Hancock was working in league with Gable, something I found - and still 
find - difficult to swallow. But I can find no other reasonable explanation; this also 
explains a disinformation leaflet called Trading With The Enemy which was later cir- 
culated around anti-Semitic groups echoing this claim. It featured the photographs 
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I'd sent Gable. Gable's magazine has since engaged in similar disinformation tactics 
and smear campaigns against another independent researcher, Larry O'Hara. 

(20) Kingston published at least two articles libellous of Sir Michael in Private Eye. 
Among other things, he insinuated that he'd known George Tan in Singapore, that 
he had acted as some sort of fixer for Tan and that his own career had been pro- 
pelled by a mysterious hidden hand. For example, Kingston said that Sir Michael, 
who had been Chairman of HK&SB from 1977-86, had risen to that post in a re- 
markably short time. In reality, Sandberg had joined the Bank in 1948. 

Eventually, I interviewed Sir Michael who in 1991 was running his own company in 
London, and was convinced that he knew nothing about the affair and hardly knew 
George Tan. Among other things, Kingston had stated that George Tan had fre- 
quently gone to the races with Sir Michael. Him and a few hundred others! Kingston 
also incited me to harass two retired civil servants and to burgle the home of one of 
them. 

(21) We sent the judges a letter pleading for Osman's freedom; it was peppered 
with references in Masonic code. 

(22) One of the judges who dismissed Osman's fourth application for habeas corpus. 

(23) I have no way of knowing if this is true, probably not, because Kingston was 
always joking about the police being infested with Freemasons. What it does prove 
however is that he was indeed contacted by Edwards. Considering the mass of do- 
cumentation I'd provided Edwards with, it is extraordinary that he did nothing. 
There are only two plausible explanations for this, either he thought I was a nutter, 
or some of the Osman lucre rubbed off on him. Kingston once boasted to me that 
he'd had a million dollars out of Lorrain over the years, most of which came, 
through a commercial bank in Mitre Square, Aldgate. 

(24) The ultimate in this sort of nonsense has to be the JFK industry. A little known 
book I can thoroughly recommend in this connection is Disinformation, Misinforma- 
tion and the "Conspiracy" to Kill JFK Exposed, by Armand Moss, published by Ar- 
chon Books, (1987). This excellent primer on cooked history and bogus science dem- 
onstrates just how easy it is to whip up conspiracies out of thin air. 

(25) Op cit. 
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(26) On July 2nd, I heard him on London's LBC Radio expounding on the alleged 
massive donations that had made their way into Conservative Party coffers from 
among others, the Sultan of Brunei. In the June issue of Business Age * he was prat- 
tling on about the latest Whitehall farce, the Asil Nadir/Michael Mates affair. Some 
of the claims he made about Mr Nadir's alleged arms dealings read like something 
out of Alice in Wonderland. 

* Business Age, June 1993, pages 24-6, Tlie Truth about where Polly Peck's profits 
came from, by Kevin Cahill. Nadir had recently jumped bail and fled to Cyprus Mi- 
chael Mates, who had been Nadir's MP, had given him a wristwatch inscribed with a 
witty aphorism. For this spontaneous gesture of kindness to a harassed constituent 
Mates was all but crucified by the tabloid press in similar fashion to the Tory Minis- 
ter David Mellor, who, for playing nooky with a little tart of an actress, was similar- 
ly hounded out of office. 

(27) For example, on page 44, Cahill says that Maxwell was murdered by "two 
mafia connected contract killers...the names of which are known to BusinessAee but 
withheld for legal reasons... " 

This is pure guff. In the first place, the Mafia does not exist as an autonomous hier- 
archical entity. You can't hire contract killers the same way you can hire merce- 
naries. In the second place, the names are obviously "withheld" because they do not 
exist. This is a standard journalistic ploy. 

(28) In 1991, Maxwell was the butt of one such libel, in Russia of all places. Search- 
light reported that an article on his business activities in the Soviet Union (published 
m Moscow News) had depicted him as a caricature Jew, complete with a Protocols of 
Zion-type logo. * J 

* Searchlight, issue 188, February 1991, page 19, Antisemites attack Mirror boss. 
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WHY DO RICH MEN STEAL? 

Why Do Rich Men Steal? 



The last decade has witnessed an inordinate number of extremely wealthy, success- 
ful men being indicted for, and in some cases sentenced to prison for, financial 
crimes of enormous magnitude. Notwithstanding that some of these "crimes" were 
of a very doubtful nature, eg "insider trading", which up until recently was perfectly 
legal, and, according to Libertarians at least, should still be legal. (1) And notwith- 
standing that in previous eras wealthy men have dipped their fingers into the till. 
The last few years have seen the BCCI scandal, the crash of Polly Peck, and, perhaps 
most enigmatic of all, the Robert Maxwell "Mirror Pension Fund" affair (or Mir- 
rorgate), which came to light only after " Captain Bob's " mysterious death. 

Why do rich men steal? Why does a man who has one million want two? Why does 
a man who is worth a hundred million want a hundred and one? And why will he 
break the law to get it? 

The simple answer to that question is plain, old-fashioned greed. The rich can 
never get enough; they must be crooked anyway or they'd never be able to accumu- 
late such wealth. And so on. This answer is the one mooted by the anti-capitalist "so- 
cialist" left, and it is basically a Marxist interpretation, one which its proponents use 
to explain - or explain away - all national, cultural, sexual and other "inequalities". 
One man has more than another because he "oppresses" others; one group has more 
than another because it "oppresses" other groups. In particular: the "bosses" op- 
press the "workers"; men oppress women; whites oppress blacks; heterosexuals op- 
press homosexuals, and so on. 

This fantasy of class oppression and class warfare is used ultimately to justify the 
expropriation of the wealth of the "ruling class" and its redistribution by the state 
according to some arbitrary notion of needs, desires and the "common good". It is 
what Ludwig von Mises called the "anti-capitalistic mentality", (2) and it is a men- 
tality which has great appeal to "intellectuals", as we will shortly demonstrate. 

But that still doesn't answer the question: why do rich men steal? There are prob- 
ably two broad answers to that question: one is because they need to; the other is be- 
cause they want to. Let us examine one example of each. 

Robert Maxwell: The Self-Made Man 



By all accounts, Robert Maxwell was one of the most extraordinary men of his 
generation, if not of all time. Born into poverty in Ruthenia on 10th June 1923, (3) 
Maxwell rose from his humble beginnings to become a press baron, entrepreneur, 
and, at one time, the owner of Oxford United Football Club. Maxwell said at the 
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time that he took control of the club purely as "a service to the community", and 
there can be no doubt that his professed motives were sincere. (4) This was not un- 
typical of Maxwell, who, at the time of the Ethiopian famine, went charging off into 
the desert at the head of a convoy to feed the starving masses. Many other tales 
could doubtless be told of his concern for his fellow man and selflessness. (5) 

Cynics, including his many enemies, would have us believe that Maxwell never did 
anything except for his own gratification; if he gave away money at times then that 
was because his ego was even greater than his greed, but in spite of the revelations 
after his death about his plundering of the Mirror Pension Fund, it is difficult for an 
objective individual to conclude that Robert Maxwell was a fundamentally bad per- 
son. He wanted to be recognised, admired, even loved, but there is nothing either un- 
natural or wrong about any of those desires. So what went wrong, and why was he 
hated so much? We'll take those questions in the reverse order. 

To begin with, Robert Maxwell was one of those people who inspire admiration and 
loathing, love and hatc.in equal measure. There is nothing uncommon about that. 
The other reason is simply that he was spectacularly successful. True, he had his fair 
share of luck, probably more than his fair share, but he had talent too, and, unlike 
many talented people, he used his talents to the full. A polyglot, a good psychologist 
and a shrewd businessman, Maxwell built his publishing empire less by guile than 
by hard work. (6) 

In short, Maxwell personified everything the anti-capitalistic mentality identified 
by von Mises loathes. His flair for languages aside, Maxwell was no scholar, and it is 
scholars, academics, who loathe capitalism and free enterprise more than anyone 
else. The reason for this is not hard to find. Although many of them enjoy a high 
standard of living, travelling the world, digging around in archives, researching and 
publishing their books funded by foundation money and numerous fellowships the 
idea that an illiterate peasant who speaks little or no English can set himself upas a 
market trader and in a few years build a great business empire does not go down at 
all well with the well-paid but envious intelligentsia. (7) 

"Intellectuals" much prefer the planned economy, the ultimate testimonial to 
which was the late and unlamented Soviet Russia (and dozens of other, brutal, so- 
cialist dictatorships). As well as his business success, Robert Maxwell was a success- 
ful family man, he was married to the same woman for over forty years. All these 
traits are a recipe for envy, and it was little wonder that no sooner had his death 
been announced than Maxwell was being reviled and libelled as he never had been in 
life. But there was another, even more powerful reason for his posthumous vilifica- 
tion: the press. 

The press has rightly been called the Fourth Estate. However, unlike the three 
other Estates (and the Fifth Estate, the trades unions), the press is accountable to no 
one and by and large does whatever it pleases. The only recourse the man in the 
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street has against the press is the expensive, laborious, torturous and often totally 
unsatisfactory libel action. In practice, libel like the Ritz is open to those who can af- 
ford it, which mostly rules out the man in the street. Maxwell never hesitated to use 
the full force of the law against the press whenever it overstepped the mark, as when 
for example he successfully sued the thoroughly obnoxious Private Eye. 

But if the press still hate him for his willingness to resort to litigation, they hate him 
even more for the manner in which he ran his publishing businesses, in particular 
the way he ran the Daily Mirror. 

The Daily Mirror was a gravy train. Printers were paid for doing nothing, execu- 
tives and journalists ran up massive expenses, and every employee did more or less 
as he or she pleased. All that went out of the window with Maxwell's arrival; he 
fought the endemic graft, introduced new technology and upset many people by in- 
terfering in the running of the paper. (8) 

This then is the real reason Robert Maxwell has become so hated after his death, 
not because he plundered the Mirror Pension Fund, although naturally that has 
earned him neither credit nor friends. But why did he rip off the Fund in the first 
place? Why did he need to? In order to answer that question one must look beyond 
Maxwell to the financial system itself. Not the capitalist system be it noted, but the 
creation and control of money. 

Under the current financial system, money comes into circulation through the 
banks as an interest-bearing debt. Because of this and because of the necessity of 
retention of capital for reinvestment, an acute shortage of purchasing power 
becomes inevitable. The only way this problem can be temporarily overcome is by 
the creation of fresh credit This means that the available money has to circulate 
ever faster in order to repay the bank-created debt In other words, the world econ- 
omy is run not by money, but by credit, promises to pay. 

The arrest of George Walker for allegedly ripping off his own companies the Brent- 
Walker group, and the flight of Asil Nadir, now on permanent vacation in Northern 
Cyprus, are symptomatic not of pelf, but of a lunatic financial system which tempts 
or even forces multimillionaires to run their empires on borrowed money, money 
which is brought into circulation at no cost to the lenders by the mere stroke of a 
pen. 

Undoubtedly, the media will continue to portray Robert Maxwell as a crook, and 
the anti-capitalistic mentality of the Socialist International will continue to portray 
him as a wicked capitalist. But Robert Maxwell was not a wicked capitalist, he was 
what Henry Ford would have called a constructive capitalist. Rather than moving 
money from A to B from B to C and from C to A, each time skimming off a percent- 
age - as do stockbrokers, speculators and other financial parasites - Maxwell carved 
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out a vast business empire for himself, and in the process created livelihoods for 
many thousands of men and women. 

In short, Robert Maxwell plundered the Mirror Pension Fund because he had to. 
(9) He simply got in over his head, and finally, the financial system dragged him 
down. That is not the case with all capitalists, for, as well as Henry Ford's construc- 
tive capitalists, there are destructive capitalists. And it is doubly ironic that while an 
unfortunate constructive capitalist like Robert Maxwell has been demonised by the 
media, a destructive and entirely parasitic capitalist like Malaysian fraudster Lor- 
rain Esme Osman has been whitewashed. 



Lorrain Osman: The Crook 



Robert Maxwell was born in poverty, and by sheer hard work and industry, carved 
out a great publishing empire. Lorrain Osman, who graduated from Cambridge in 
law, was born into privilege, (10) and was, in his own words, "taught by men, who, 
at the time, were preeminent in their field. "(11) 

Osman was one of the prime movers in the Carrian conspiracy which rocked Ma- 
laysia and Hong Kong in the early eighties. He was arrested in London in December 
1985 on a warrant issued by the Hong Kong authorities and spent seven years fight- 
ing extradition on the specious grounds that he would not receive a fair trial if he 
were returned to Hong Kong. Osman filed for an unprecedented nine motions of ha- 
beas corpus, again, on the grounds, ostensibly, that he would not receive a fair trial, 
that there were irregularities in the warrant and so forth. (12) In reality, as the cur- 
rent writer wrote to Lord Justice Mann in 1992, Mr Osman was entirely disingenu- 
ous, and he and his lawyers were involved in an abuse of the judicial system for the 
most ignoble of motives. (13) 

Lorrain Osman was the antithesis of Robert Maxwell. Where "Captain Bob" cre- 
ated prosperity, Osman was a parasitic banker. He arranged loans from his bank, 
BMFL, to a whiz kid named George Tan in the full knowledge that Tan had pre- 
viously been bankrupt and that he was engaged in a dubious property scheme. But 
Osman didn't just arrange loans, he took a piece of the action too. When he was ar- 
rested in London, he was accused of receiving $12 million in bribes. He consistently 
denied all charges of corruption, claiming that he was being made a scapegoat and 
all sorts of other arrant nonsense. When he finally went on trial in the High Court in 
Hong Kong, he pleaded guilty. (14) 

Osman is a parasite of the first order, and hopefully he will spend the rest of his life 
in jail, (he is now over sixty). When the Carrian Group went into liquidation, hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars literally disappeared. This was the money of Osman's 
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countrymen, ordinary working men and women. It's always the little people who 
pick up the tab for the loss of bank-created credit, just as it's always the little people 
who pay taxes. 

Osman and his ilk create no wealth, instead they ride on the backs of the common 
people - you and me. It's easy to see why they steal. Unlike Robert Maxwell, and 
other constructive if lesser capitalists, they don't get in over their heads, rather they 
set out to steal from the start They do it because it is in their nature, regardless of 
how much wealth they own or acquire by honest means, which usually isn't much. 

The back cover of Tom Bower's definitive study of Robert Maxwell describes him 
as LARGER THAN LIFE, LARGER THAN LEGEND, which he certainly was. Osman 
on the other hand is physically a small man, and a dwarf in every other sense. His 
most pronounced characteristics are his arrogance, his stubbornness (to the point of 
pigheadedness), his dishonesty, and his utter callousness towards not just his 
enemies, but his servants, his friends, even his family. 

It was Osman's stubbornness as much as his arrogance which led him to spend so 
long on remand in Britain fighting extradition. His dishonesty refused to allow him 
to admit even to himself at one point that he was as corrupt as Oscar Wilde and as 
guilty as Crippen. And his callousness allowed him to ride roughshod over everyone. 
The current writer was commissioned to write a book by Osman's agent, the duplici- 
tous Michael Kingston. Schedule for the publication was agreed upon, then it was 
suppressed and both he and Kingston threw me aside like a piece of rubbish. In 
doing this, Osman has also irreparably damaged Kingston, his supposed good 
friend, because now all the dirty tricks that he got up to will come out. 

He has also tortured his family, in particular his weeping prison widow wife, not 
just because she will now face investigation for corruption, but because of the way he 
has conned and deceived her for all these years. 

So badly did he torture Mrs Osman that she sought solace in the arms of Michael 
Kingston, according to the latter at any rate. Finally, Osman has tortured himself, 
just as he has betrayed everyone who served him either for money or out of mis- 
placed idealism: the latter in the case of Bruce Kent and actor Paul Eddington, both 
in the case of Michael Kingston and the current writer. We deserved better, but if a 
man wants to cut off his nose to spite his face, that is his own affair. There couldn't 
be a more deserving case of such self-mutilation than Lorrain Osman; it is only a 
pity that such a man has been so blatantly whitewashed - by the current writer 
among others - while the well-meaning but tragic Robert Maxwell has been, and will 
probably continue to be, demonised. 
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The "Murder" Of Robert Maxwell And The "Framing" OfLorrain Osman 



This concludes the essay on the deserving and the undeserving rich. There remains 
though another matter to be cleared up, that of the conspiracy theories surrounding 
the downfall of both these men. The death of Robert Maxwell in mysterious circum- 
stances has led to all manner of ridiculous conspiracy theories, none more so than 
the one expounded by Kevin Cahill in the April 1993 issue of BusinessAge. (15) The 
incarceration of Lorrain Osman and the withholding by the Crown of certain docu- 
ments on the case led to a great deal of talk about a conspiracy to scapegoat Osman 
for powerful men in Malaysia who were said to have been intimately connected with 
the Carrian Group, George Tan and the banks which financed them. These conspir- 
acy theories have been exploited by, and for the most part initiated by, Michael 
Kingston, so it is as well to take a brief look at them here. 

The central thrust of the conspiracy theory surrounding the downfall of Carrian is 
that Osman was an innocent banker who happened to be in the wrong place at the 
wrong time and was fitted up to take the rap when the Hong Kong property market 
collapsed. According to Kingston, a decision was made at a high level between the 
unholy trinity of the Hong Kong government, the British government and the Ma- 
laysian government that Osman was to be arrested and charged with being the mas- 
termind of the rip-off. The implication was that the person responsible for authoris- 
ing the transfer of funds to George Tan was the Prime Minister of Malaysia, Dr Ma- 
hathir. As a quid pro quo for letting Osman take the rap, Mahathir is said to have 
terminated his buy-British-last policy. All sorts of other nonsense has been thrown 
into the pot by Kingston, like Sir David Gillmore (16) of the Foreign Office being an 
agent of the British Secret State, but the get-Osman conspiracy theory is fatally 
flawed for two reasons: the chronology does not fit - ie Dr Mahathir had already 
dropped his buy-British-last policy before the downfall of George Tan; and the fact 
that Osman is guilty as hell. His lawyers, including Kingston, knew he was guilty all 
along, and they had in fact been feeding off some of the money he stole. 

There were indeed conspiracies connected with the incarceration of Lorrain 
Osman, but these were all directed by Michael Kingston, and although Kingston did 
his best to shield him, they also undoubtedly involved Osman himself. 

The first conspiracy was the straightforward acceptance of bribes by Osman from 
George Tan. This took place long before Kingston arrived on the scene, and was just 
plain old-fashioned corruption. It must be stressed though both that Osman was not 
the only recipient of Tan's largess, and that far from being set up as a property 
scam, Carrian was a going-concern. In spite of the plethora of dirty tricks which 
Tan used in order to obtain funds, including bribes, if it hadn't been for the untime- 
ly collapse of the Hong Kong stock market, he would have been spectacularly suc- 
cessful. 
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The other conspiracies happened when Osman was in prison in Britain and did not 
start in earnest until I became involved with the case. Being convinced (foolishly in 
retrospect) that Osman was the victim of a monstrous injustice, I suggested to King- 
ston that we organise a campaign for his release. We did, and it flopped, because no- 
body was interested besides Kingston, me, Bruce Kent and a handful of others. (17) 

Kingston though was not satisfied simply with the legal campaign but wanted to di- 
rect a massive disinformation campaign too, at the British, Malaysian and Hong 
Kong authorities. To this end he arranged (through me) for the publication of a 
number of forged documents which were distributed in Malaysia, the purpose of 
which, I later found out, was to smear Dr Mahathir, who Kingston loathes for some 
strange reason. The printing was done by the notorious forger and publisher of anti- 
Semitica Anthony Hancock. (18) Kingston was introduced to Hancock by the cur- 
rent writer. (19) 

Kingston's other dirty tricks included libelling Sir Michael Sandberg, a former 
Chairman of the Hong Kong & Shanghai Bank, (20) bribing an official of one of the 
banks involved in the case to make sure that it "lost" more than 3,000 documents, 
some of which were undoubtedly relevant to the case, and attempting to pervert the 
course of justice by trying to influence the trial judges at the fourth habeas corpus in 
December 1990. (21) Mrs Osman was a party to this; fortunately, Kingston managed 
to talk her out of offering the judges a million pound bribe apiece, which would have 
had far more serious consequences. Although Kingston drew the line at attempting 
to bribe a judge, I have no doubt that he did bribe - successfully - a senior police of- 
ficer at New Scotland Yard. 

When I realised what a little shit Osman was and how he and Kingston had used 
me and stitched me up, I wrote to Lord Justice Mann (22) informing him of the at- 
tempt to pervert the course of justice. Subsequently, Chief Superintendent Edwards 
called at my flat with another senior officer and asked me for a copy of the letter. I 
gave it to him and offered to provide him with a pile of other documents on the case, 
but he said he'd be in touch in due course if he wanted anything else. Later, when I 
phoned him he told me it would take weeks for him to investigate my claims. 

In August 1992, 1 delivered by hand a thick envelope of documents to New Scotland 
Yard and phoned Mr Edwards again sometime later. His attitude astounded me, he 
virtually accused me of being a head case and told me to fuck off and stop wasting 
his time. He claimed then, as before, that there was no evidence of an attempt to per- 
vert the course of justice because he could find no trace of any such letter being sent. 
This is an outright lie as the letter was read out in court by one of the judges. King- 
ston and someone else who was present at the hearing informed me independently. 

I wrote to Lord Justice Mann again, informing him of Mr Edwards' inertia, but al- 
though I received an acknowledgement I heard nothing more from the authorities. 
Eventually I threw away all my papers concerning the case, but in February 1993 I 
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received a mysterious phone call from a man who sounded like Kingston trying to 
disguise his voice. He said something about Freemasons always taking care of their 
own and mentioned Chief Superintendent Edwards by name. (23) I was also told 
that I had received my final warning, but I took no notice, I don't respond well to 
threats. 

This concludes the Lorrain Osman conspiracy theories, but what about the " mur- 
der " of Robert Maxwell. Whenever a wealthy or controversial person dies in mys- 
terious circumstances it is odds-on that all kinds of ridiculous nonsense - wild ru- 
mours and gossip - will be floated around. If nothing else this sort of thing sells 
newspapers. (24) Kevin Cahill's article in BusinessAge (25) purports to show that 
Maxwell was murdered by Mossad renegades. And, like most conspiracy theories - 
like most of what Mr Cahill writes (26) in fact - it is full of rubbish. (27) 

Enlightened readers may perchance recognise here yet another manifestation of the 
supposedly all-pervasive international Jewish conspiracy, but for once they are mis- 
taken. (28) Cahill is no more anti-Semitic than Kingston, who is certainly not anti- 
Semitic. But he is Irish and has reported on the situation in Northern Ireland, which 
is full of all manner of dastardly and bloody conspiracies among Catholics and Prot- 
estants alike. Even more significantly, he is also a long time associate of Michael 
Kingston and campaigner on behalf of the utterly worthless Mr Osman. To the best 
of my knowledge, Mr Cahill was never a party to any of the conspiratorial machina- 
tions dreamed up by Kingston and myself in the Lorrain Osman affair, but I have 
no doubt that having been around Kingston for so long, some of Kingston's para- 
noia - and duplicity - has rubbed off on him. 

So what really happened to Robert Maxwell if he was not murdered? The most 
plausible explanation is that he died by his own hand, perhaps subconsciously. He 
must certainly have been under enormous pressure in the last few weeks of his life. , 
Whatever, Robert Maxwell's death was a tragedy, and one can only hope that his- 
tory will not judge him too badly. Robert Maxwell may have been a crook, but he 
was a reluctant crook, an otherwise honest if ruthless businessman who simply got 
out of his depth. 

The reform of the financial system would put an end to the wheeling and dealing of 
the likes of Robert Maxwell while retaining their entrepreneurial flair. The likes of 
Lorrain Osman however, cannot be reformed, because they are fundamentally 
crooked and dishonest. The Osmans of this world have no redeeming features, they 
care only for themselves, and the acquisition of money and power. Often they get 
away with it, but in Osman's case, justice was done. Hopefully he'll stay in jail until 
he rots. It is only a pity that his equally worthless wife will not join him. Or perhaps 
she will yet. 
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Notes and References 



(1) See for example, IN PRAISE OF INSIDER TRADING, by Matthew O'Keeffe, pub- 
lished by the Libertarian Alliance (Economic Notes), London, (1989). 

(2) The title of one of von Mises' books. The great free market economist also pub- 
lished a devastating refutation of socialism. 

(3) Unless otherwise stated, all biographical information pertaining to the late 
Robert Maxwell presented here has been extracted from the hostile biography, Max- 
well The Outsider, by Tom Bower, (Revised and Updated Edition), published in 
paperback by Mandarin, London, (1992). 

(4) Maxwell purchased the club and paid off its £128,000 debts against the advice of 
his accountants. Tom Bower concedes that "there can be no doubt that, despite the 
incredulity of the football world, he was solely motivated by philanthropy." Bower, 
page 352, (ibid). 

(5) Maxwell was Labour MP for Buckingham 1964-70 and by all accounts served 
his constituency well. He also distinguished himself in World War Two and was 
awarded the Military Cross. 

(6) Among other things, Maxwell founded Pergamon after the Second World War; 
he took over the Mirror Group in 1984. 

(7) Maxwell may have been extraordinarily successful, but he was far from the only 
poor immigrant to make good. In 1882, the 19 year old Michael Marks arrived in 
England from Russian Poland, penniless, illiterate, and speaking no English. After 
being loaned five pounds by a kindly businessman, he set himself up as a licensed 
hawker. Two years later he opened a market stall in Leeds, and by 1890 he was run- 
ning five "penny bazaars" throughout Yorkshire and Lancashire. 

Later he went into business with Yorkshireman, Tom Spencer, and in 1982 the 
company they founded, Marks & Spencer, was the largest and most respected re- 
tailer in Britain. 

Maxwell, like Marks, was Jewish, of course. An extraordinary number of East Eu- 
ropean Jewish emigres have arrived in the West with scarcely a brass farthing in 
their pockets and then proceeded to build vast business empires. Many attempts 
have been made to explain this in a conspiratorial context, but although he may have 
employed "sharp practices" and creative accounting in building his business empire, 
there was no hidden hand behind Robert Maxwell. The man was a veritable dyna- 
mo. 
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(8) Tabloid journalists have many curious ideas, one of these is that a publisher has 
no right to "interfere" in the editorial policy of a newspaper. One would have 
thought that ownership of a title would bring a certain entitlement to editorial con- 
trol. 

(9) Having been ripped off myself by the Mirror Group I find it very difficult to 
have so much as a gramme of sympathy for any of Maxwell's "victims". Publishing 
is full of crooks, and most of them are editors and journalists. 

(10) When I interviewed his equally worthless wife cOctober 1990, she told me that 
her husband was "self-made". A Malaysian journalist subsequently refuted this 
claim. The only hard time Osman appears ever to have had in his life was when as a 
child he lived under the Japanese occupation. 

(11) Author's interview with Lorrain Osman, recorded surreptitiously by his fellow 
conspirator and legal consultant Michael Kingston in Pentonville Prison and sub- 
sequently smuggled out (September 1990). 

(12) In November 1992, the court refused to issue a ninth writ, having issued and 
dismissed the previous eight. The following month he was flown out to Hong Kong 
amidst great fanfare to face his just deserts. An article in the Times * quoted his 
equally worthless wife as saying "...he must keep fighting. I know he is innocent and 
I must do all I can to help him prove that." Well, you could have told him to plead 
"Not Guilty", Monica. 

The article also mentioned his wife's bodyguards and the bogus threats on her life. 

* December 17th, page 5, Home secretary to be questioned over 'secret' extradition^ 
by Bill Frost. 

(13) To whip up sympathy for him and to pressurise the Home Secretary into orde- 
ring his release. 

(14) Under the title Banker admits corruption, the Guardian for Saturday June 26 
1993 stated that Osman pleaded guilty in the High Court to a corruption charge in- 
volving £200 million and still faced 15 theft and false accounting charges. 

(15) Pages 42-7, How and why Robert Maxwell was murdered, said to be a world ex- 
clusive. (Apparently BusinessAge is one word as per WordPerfect, QuickBASIC etc). 

(16) Sir David Gillmore was High Commissioner in Malaysia from 1983-6 and De- 
puty Under-Secretary of State at the Foreign Office from 1986-90. 
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(17) This is not to say that other people were not concerned about the case and the 
perceived injustice. MPs from both sides of the House raised the issue in Parliament. 
In the course of writing the book on the case - which Kingston later suppressed - 1 
interviewed, among others, Chris Smith * and Barry Sheerman. ** Both men had 
been intimately concerned with the case and had done for Osman whatever thev 
could. J 



* Labour MP for Islington and Finsbury South since 1983 and a member of the Ex- 
ecutive Council of the National Council for Civil Liberties 1986-8. Mr Smith was 
Osman's MP at the time Osman was held in Pentonville Prison. 

** Labour MP for Huddersfield since 1983 and, at the time, Shadow Spokesman 
for Home Affairs. 



(18) Hancock is often mistakenly referred to as a "Nazi". His father most certainly 
was, but "Teflon Tony" is totally devoid of ideology and will print for anyone pro- 
vided he is paid enough, including the organised homosexual movement. 

(19) When I arranged this meeting I told Hancock not to mention his political con- 
nections, but Hancock turned up with a few drinks inside him and tried to sell King- 
ston a copy of the Protocols ofZion. Kingston rang me up at lam screaming down 
the phone that Hancock was a fascist, a Nazi and a nutter. But that didn't stop him 
doing business with him. 

There is an interesting sideline to this whole affair. After one of Hancock's under- 
lings had played a dirty trick on me I terminated our business arrangement Han- 
cock refused to repay me some money he owed me so I sued him in the County 
Court. Later, after I'd received a number of death threats, and a forged birth certifi- 
cate had been distributed around the extreme right (purporting to prove my Jewish 
origins), I decided to teach him a further lesson and contacted Gerry Gable, the edi- 
tor of the state-sponsored "anti-fascist" magazine Searchlight, and suggested he 
plant a story about Hancock doing business with a Jewish porn merchant in the ta- 
bloid press. To this end I sent Gable some photographs of myself posing outside a sy- 
nagogue. 

A while later, Gable contacted me and accused me of sending forged documents to 
the press. I was subsequently contacted by one of Hancock's underlings who told me 
that Gable had warned Hancock and that Hancock was out to fix me. He also told 
me that Hancock was working in league with Gable, something I found - and still 
find - difficult to swallow. But I can find no other reasonable explanation; this also 
explains a disinformation leaflet called Trading With The Enemy which was later cir- 
culated around anti-Semitic groups echoing this claim. It featured the photographs 
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I'd sent Gable. Gable's magazine has since engaged in similar disinformation tactics 
and smear campaigns against another independent researcher, Larry O'Hara. 

(20) Kingston published at least two articles libellous of Sir Michael in Private Eye. 
Among other things, he insinuated that he'd known George Tan in Singapore, that 
he had acted as some sort of fixer for Tan and that his own career had been pro- 
pelled by a mysterious hidden hand. For example, Kingston said that Sir Michael, 
who had been Chairman of HK&SB from 1977-86, had risen to that post in a re- 
markably short time. In reality, Sandberg had joined the Bank in 1948. 

Eventually, I interviewed Sir Michael who in 1991 was running his own company in 
London, and was convinced that he knew nothing about the affair and hardly knew 
George Tan. Among other things, Kingston had stated that George Tan had fre- 
quently gone to the races with Sir Michael. Him and a few hundred others! Kingston 
also incited me to harass two retired civil servants and to burgle the home of one of 
them. 

(21) We sent the judges a letter pleading for Osman's freedom; it was peppered 
with references in Masonic code. 

(22) One of the judges who dismissed Osman's fourth application for habeas corpus. 

(23) I have no way of knowing if this is true, probably not, because Kingston was 
always joking about the police being infested with Freemasons. What it does prove 
however is that he was indeed contacted by Edwards. Considering the mass of do- 
cumentation I'd provided Edwards with, it is extraordinary that he did nothing. 
There are only two plausible explanations for this, either he thought I was a nutter, 
or some of the Osman lucre rubbed off on him. Kingston once boasted to me that 
he'd had a million dollars out of Lorrain over the years, most of which came, 
through a commercial bank in Mitre Square, Aldgate. 

(24) The ultimate in this sort of nonsense has to be the JFK industry. A little known 
book I can thoroughly recommend in this connection is Disinformation, Misinforma- 
tion and the "Conspiracy" to Kill JFK Exposed, by Armand Moss, published by Ar- 
chon Books, (1987). This excellent primer on cooked history and bogus science dem- 
onstrates just how easy it is to whip up conspiracies out of thin air. 

(25) Op cit. 
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(26) On July 2nd, I heard him on London's LBC Radio expounding on the alleged 
massive donations that had made their way into Conservative Party coffers from 
among others, the Sultan of Brunei. In the June issue of Business Age * he was prat- 
tling on about the latest Whitehall farce, the Asil Nadir/Michael Mates affair. Some 
of the claims he made about Mr Nadir's alleged arms dealings read like something 
out of Alice in Wonderland. 

* Business Age, June 1993, pages 24-6, Tlie Truth about where Polly Peck's profits 
came from, by Kevin Cahill. Nadir had recently jumped bail and fled to Cyprus Mi- 
chael Mates, who had been Nadir's MP, had given him a wristwatch inscribed with a 
witty aphorism. For this spontaneous gesture of kindness to a harassed constituent 
Mates was all but crucified by the tabloid press in similar fashion to the Tory Minis- 
ter David Mellor, who, for playing nooky with a little tart of an actress, was similar- 
ly hounded out of office. 

(27) For example, on page 44, Cahill says that Maxwell was murdered by "two 
mafia connected contract killers...the names of which are known to BusinessAee but 
withheld for legal reasons... " 

This is pure guff. In the first place, the Mafia does not exist as an autonomous hier- 
archical entity. You can't hire contract killers the same way you can hire merce- 
naries. In the second place, the names are obviously "withheld" because they do not 
exist. This is a standard journalistic ploy. 

(28) In 1991, Maxwell was the butt of one such libel, in Russia of all places. Search- 
light reported that an article on his business activities in the Soviet Union (published 
m Moscow News) had depicted him as a caricature Jew, complete with a Protocols of 
Zion-type logo. * J 

* Searchlight, issue 188, February 1991, page 19, Antisemites attack Mirror boss. 
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